
Responses to Comment Letters and E-mail Comments from the General Public 

 

State Route 118 Widening Project Appendix G 21 

Responses to Comment Letters and E-mail Comments from the General Public 
 

 
This section provides responses to comments received on the IS/EA from the general public.  

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Summary of Comment Letters and E-mail Comments Received from the General Public 

Comment Code Commenter Name Date Letter Received 
Appendix G 

Page No. 
 

GP-1 
 

Gabriella Owens 10/24/17 22 

 
GP-2 

 

 
Rebecca Carpenter  

 
10/26/17 23 

 
GP-3 

 

 
James Sanders  

 
10/29/17 24 

 
GP-4 

 

 
George Tash  

 
11/03/17 25 

 
GP-5 

 

 
Gary Hartung 

 
11/07/17 26 

 
GP-6 

 

 
Steve LaRochelle 

 
11/17/17 27 

 
GP-7 

 

 
Terry Hodgins 

 
11/17/17 28 

 
GP-8 

 

 
Chris Lazenby 

 
11/21/17 29 – 30  

 
GP-9 

 

 
J. Paul Kozak 

 
11/30/17 31 

 
GP-10 

 

 
Chris Lazenby 

 
12/01/17 32 

 
GP-11 

 

 
Danny Estrada 

 
12/01/17 33 – 34  
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Response(s) to Comment GP-1 
Gabriella Owens 

 
 

 
As part of the proposed project, a soundwall is proposed along 

the edge of shoulder on the eastbound SR-118 from Galena 

Ave. to Tapo Canyon Road. This proposed 12 ft. high 

soundwall is predicted to provide 5 – 8 decibels of noise 

reduction to the impacted areas south of SR-118.  

 

Please note that, based on research, trees do not provide a 

noticeable noise reduction unless they are about 100 ft. deeply 

dense and at least 15 ft. above the line of sight. Generally, the 

trees provide an “out of sight, out of mind” psychological 

benefit, but not an acoustic benefit. 

 

The phrase “benefitted receivers” in the fourth column of Table 

41 Summary of Acoustically Feasible Soundwalls indicates the 

number of dwelling units or homes that are predicted to receive 

a noise reduction of at least 5 dBA from the proposed 

soundwall.  This is solely based on the traffic noise modeling. 

So while many other homes will benefit from having the 

soundwall (3-4 dBA noise reduction), only about 65 homes 

would meet the 5 dBA noise reduction requirement to be 

considered “acoustically benefited”.   A 5 dBA noise reduction 

is considered to be readily perceptible while a 3 dBA change is 

considered barely noticeable. A difference in 10 dBA is 

considered doubling or halving of noise. 

 

Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) is the 

funding agency for this widening project. Noise abatement 

measures have been considered and proposed in the form of 

sound walls because of the noise impacts created by this 

project. VCTC is also the funding agency for the retrofit sound 

wall projects, in which only sound walls are designed and 

constructed for qualified residential areas. 
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Response(s) to Comment GP-2 
Rebecca Carpenter 

 
 

 

Yes, as part of the proposed project, a soundwall is proposed 

along the edge of shoulder on the eastbound SR-118 between 

Erringer Road and Sycamore Drive.   This proposed 12 ft. 

high soundwall is predicted to provide 7 – 8 decibels of noise 

reduction to adjacent residences south of SR-118.  

 

A 5 dBA noise reduction is considered to be readily 

perceptible while a 3 dBA change is considered barely 

noticeable. A difference in 10 dBA is considered doubling or 

halving of noise. 

 

Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) is the 

funding agency for this widening project. Noise abatement 

measures have been considered and proposed in the form of 

sound walls because of the noise impacts created by this 

project. VCTC is also the funding agency for the retrofit 

sound wall projects, in which only sound walls are designed 

and constructed for qualified residential areas. 
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As part of the proposed project, a soundwall is proposed along 

the edge of shoulder on the eastbound SR-118 between 

Erringer Road and Sycamore Drive.   This proposed 12 ft. 

high soundwall is predicted to provide 7 – 8 decibels of noise 

reduction to adjacent residences south of SR-118.  

 

A 5 dBA noise reduction is considered to be readily 

perceptible while a 3 dBA change is considered barely 

noticeable. A difference in 10 dBA is considered doubling or 

halving of noise. 

 

Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) is the 

funding agency for this widening project. Noise abatement 

measures have been considered and proposed in the form of 

sound walls because of the noise impacts created by this 

project. VCTC is also the funding agency for the retrofit 

sound wall projects, in which only sound walls are designed 

and constructed for qualified residential areas. 

 

Response(s) to Comment GP-3 
James Sanders 
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Response(s) to Comment GP-4 
George Tash 

 

 
 

 

 
 

Unfortunately, the limits of this project are up to just south of 

the New Los Angeles Avenue on the SR-23, which is about a 

mile north of your residence – located south of Tierra Rejada. 

As such, we regret to inform you that your residence would 

not be considered for identifying potential noise impacts 

under this project. 
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Response(s) to Comment GP-5 
Gary Hartung  

 
 
 

 

Thank you for your comment and suggestions.  The purpose of 

the project is to provide traffic congestion relief, improve 

traffic operation, and accommodate projected traffic volumes.  

The need for the proposed project is based on an assessment of 

the existing and future transportation demand in the project 

area compared to available capacity.  The implementation of 

either of the two Build Alternatives could be expected to 

improve the operational capacity, and consequently the safety 

service level, for SR-118 and SR-23 within and beyond the 

project limits.   

 

There are seven Park and Ride facilities (five State and two 

private lots) along SR-118 within the project limits, totaling 

463 parking spaces.  A multidisciplinary team was formed by 

Caltrans to determine how to expand the Park and Ride 

Program to better integrate these facilities into the State’s 

transportation system. The purpose of the program is to 

identify the existing park and ride resources throughout 

Caltrans and determine how to transform these resources into 

more effective networks of park and ride facilities throughout 

California.  One goal of the team is the creation of the tools 

needed to raise the visibility and improve the viability of park 

and ride lots in California.   

 

Ventura County is served by seven public fixed-route bus 

operators, five public dial-a-ride operators, and four paratransit 

services for seniors and people with disabilities. Ventura 

County is also served by two Los Angeles-based bus operators 

(LA Metro and LA DOT), two rail operations (Metrolink and 

Amtrak), and several private carriers that serve portions of the 

county. These services are funded and operated by the Ventura 

County Transportation Commission (VCTC), the Gold Coast 

Transit District, the County of Ventura and individual cities 

within the county.   
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Response(s) to Comment GP-6 
Steve LaRochelle 

 

 
 
  

As part of the proposed project, a soundwall is proposed 

along the edge of shoulder on the eastbound SR-118 from 

Galena Ave. to Tapo Canyon Road. This proposed 12 ft. high 

soundwall is predicted to provide 5 – 8 decibels of noise 

reduction to the impacted areas south of SR-118. 

 

A 5 dBA noise reduction is considered to be readily 

perceptible while a 3 dBA change is considered barely 

noticeable. A difference in 10 dBA is considered doubling or 

halving of noise. 

 

Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) is the 

funding agency for this widening project. Noise abatement 

measures have been considered and proposed in the form of 

sound walls because of the noise impacts created by this 

project. VCTC is also the funding agency for the retrofit 

sound wall projects, in which only sound walls are designed 

and constructed for qualified residential areas. 
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Response(s) to Comment GP-7 
Terry Hodgins 

 
 
 

 

As part of the proposed project, a soundwall is proposed 

along the edge of shoulder on the eastbound SR-118 from 

Galena Ave. to Tapo Canyon Road. This proposed 12 ft. high 

soundwall is predicted to provide 5 – 8 decibels of noise 

reduction to the impacted areas south of SR-118. 

 

A 5 dBA noise reduction is considered to be readily 

perceptible while a 3 dBA change is considered barely 

noticeable. A difference in 10 dBA is considered doubling or 

halving of noise. 

 

Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) is the 

funding agency for this widening project. Noise abatement 

measures have been considered and proposed in the form of 

sound walls because of the noise impacts created by this 

project. VCTC is also the funding agency for the retrofit 

sound wall projects, in which only sound walls are designed 

and constructed for qualified residential areas. 



Responses to Comment Letters and E-mail Comments from the General Public 

 

State Route 118 Widening Project Appendix G 29 

 
 
 

 
 

Response(s) to Comment GP-8 
Chris Lazenby 

 
 
 

 

 

Please note that, based on research, trees do not provide a 

noticeable noise reduction unless they are about 100 ft. deeply 

dense and at least 15 ft. above the line of sight. Generally, the 

trees provide an “out of sight, out of mind” psychological 

benefit, but not an acoustic benefit. 

 

This existing soundwall in front of your residence was 

constructed first, as part of the phase one project which 

extended from Tapo Canyon Rd. to the Los Angeles County 

Line, and second, in order to provide adequate noise reduction 

to homes south of Eve Rd. Based on the noise study for the 

phase one project, your residence did not qualify for noise 

abatement consideration as no noise impacts were identified 

there. All impacted areas as part of that project (Phase I) were 

adequately abated by the soundwalls. 

 

Because your residence is outside the scope of the project 

limits for the current proposed project, we regret to inform 

you that it does not warrant additional noise study or 

consideration of extension to the existing wall. 
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Response(s) to Comment GP-8 
Chris Lazenby 

 
 See previous page. 
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Response(s) to Comment GP-9 
J. Paul Kozak 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Your recommendation has been incorporated as a construction 

noise minimization measure as follows, “Where practical, 

feasible, and reasonable, proposed soundwalls shall be 

constructed in the beginning of the project as a means of 

minimizing any impact on the sensitive receptors”.   

 

As part of the proposed project, a soundwall is proposed along 

the edge of shoulder on the eastbound SR-118 between 

Erringer Road and Sycamore Drive.   This proposed 12 ft. 

high soundwall is predicted to provide 7 – 8 decibels of noise 

reduction to adjacent residences south of SR-118.  

 

A 5 dBA noise reduction is considered to be readily 

perceptible while a 3 dBA change is considered barely 

noticeable. A difference in 10 dBA is considered doubling or 

halving of noise. 

 

Please note that based on research, while reflective barriers 

can result in increase in noise levels on the other side, this 

increase is not discernible to the average human ears. Also, 

trees do not provide a noticeable noise reduction unless they 

are about 100 ft. deeply dense and at least 15 ft. above the line 

of sight. Generally, the trees provide an “out of sight, out of 

mind” psychological benefit, but not an acoustic benefit. 

 

 

Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) is the 

funding agency for this widening project. Noise abatement 

measures have been considered and proposed in the form of 

sound walls because of the noise impacts created by this 

project. VCTC is also the funding agency for the retrofit 

sound wall projects, in which only sound walls are designed 

and constructed for qualified residential areas. 
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Response(s) to Comment G-10 
Chris Lazenby 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Please note that, based on research, trees do not provide a 

noticeable noise reduction unless they are about 100 ft. deeply 

dense and at least 15 ft. above the line of sight. Generally, the 

trees provide an “out of sight, out of mind” psychological 

benefit, but not an acoustic benefit. 

 

This existing soundwall in front of your residence was 

constructed first, as part of the phase one project which 

extended from Tapo Canyon Rd. to the Los Angeles County 

Line, and second, in order to provide adequate noise reduction 

to homes south of Eve Rd. Based on the noise study for the 

phase one project, your residence did not qualify for noise 

abatement consideration as no noise impacts were identified 

there. All impacted areas as part of that project (Phase I) were 

adequately abated by the soundwalls. 

 

Because your residence is outside the scope of the project 

limits for the current proposed project, we regret to inform 

you that it does not warrant additional noise study or 

consideration of extension to the existing wall. 



Responses to Comment Letters and E-mail Comments from the General Public 

 

State Route 118 Widening Project Appendix G 33 

 
 
 
 

Response(s) to Comment GP-11 
Danny Estrada  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

As part of the proposed project, Caltrans has identified noise 

impacted areas and has proposed soundwalls under both build 

alternatives at 5 locations, which are listed in Table 41 and 

shown in Figures 25 through 31. Please note that soundwalls are 

constructed only to reduce noise to the adjacent impacted 

communities, not for safety.  

 

Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) is the 

funding agency for this widening project. Noise abatement 

measures have been considered and proposed in the form of 

sound walls because of the noise impacts created by this project. 

VCTC is also the funding agency for the retrofit sound wall 

projects, in which only sound walls are designed and constructed 

for qualified residential areas. 

  

Your recommendation has been incorporated as a construction 

noise minimization measure as follows, “Where practical, 

feasible, and reasonable, proposed soundwalls shall be 

constructed in the beginning of each project phase as a means of 

minimizing any impact on the sensitive receptors”.   
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Response(s) to Comment GP-11 
Danny Estrada  
 

 See previous page. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 


